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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office action is in response the applicant's patent application filed on 
2/10/2004. 

Claim Objections 

Claims 1-5, and 17-20 are objected to because of the following informalities: in 
line 7 of claim 1 and claim 17, respectively, a citation "the distance" does not have 
antecedent basis. Appropriate correction is required. Claims 2-5 and 18-20 are 
depending upon the objected claims 1 and 17^also objected. 

Claim 21 is objected to because of the following informalities: the citation "the 
decks" in lines 10-11. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 

Pat. No. 1 ,999,783 to Riesbol. 

Claims 1-4: 

Riesbol discloses in Fig. 2, a pre-formed concrete section 10 comprising a deck 
(wherein 10 points to) including a first side, a second side opposite the first side, and a 
width extending between the first and second sides, a top surface, a bottom surface 
opposite the top surface, and a thickness extending between the top and bottom 
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surfaces, and a first leg 1 land a second leg 1 1 projecting from the bottom surface, a 
distance in a direction substantially parallel to the deck. 

Riesbol discloses the basic structures for the concrete section as stated but does 
not specifically disclose a distance from the center of the first leg to the center of the 
second leg being more than two, three, four, or more than four times greater than the 
distance from the first side to the center of the first leg. However, this feature would 
have been a matter of obvious design choice to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
the invention was made. Furthermore, applicant has not disclosed the criticality of this 
feature. 

Claim 5: 

Riesbol discloses the basic structures for the concrete section as stated but does 
not specifically disclose a distance between the center of the first leg and the center of 
the second leg is more than half the width of the deck. However, this feature would have 
been a matter of obvious design choice to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made. Furthermore, applicant has not disclosed the criticality of this 
feature. 

Claims 6-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Pat. No. 1,999,783 to Riesbol in view of US Pat. No. 3,168,771 to Nelson. 
Claims 6-7, 17: 

Riesbol discloses in Fig. 2, a pre-formed concrete section 10 comprising a deck 
(wherein 10 points to) including a first side, a second side opposite the first side, and a 
width extending between the first and second sides, a top surface, a bottom surface 
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opposite the top surface, and a thickness extending between the top and bottom 
surfaces, a first leg 1 1 and a second leg 1 1 projecting from the bottom surface, the deck 
further comprising a first outer portion F (see attachment of Fig. 2) extending generally 
from the first leg toward the first side, a second outer portion S extending generally from 
the second leg toward the second side, and a central portion disposed between the first 
and second legs, the thickness of the deck being substantially constant as the central 
portion extends along at least a portion of the width of the deck. Riesbol does not teach 
expressly a thickness of a deck generally decreasing as the first outer portion and 
second portion extend inwardly from the first the first leg and second leg to the central 
portion, respectively. Nelson discloses in Figs. 3-4, a pre-formed concrete section 
having two outer portions on either side of a leg 40, a thickness of a deck 90 decreasing 
as the first and second portion extend inwardly from the leg toward the central portion. 
In view of Nelson, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Riesbol's pre-formed concrete section with 
tapered end outer portions for providing a clearance for bridge pathway construction. 
Claims 8-9: 

Riesbol in view of Nelson disclose the basic structures for the pre-formed 
concrete section as stated and further including the thickness of the deck at the first 
side and second side are less than the thickness of the deck at the central portion since 
both of the outer side portions are tapered therefore the thickness are decreased 
constantly. 

Claims 10-11: 
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Riesbol in view of Nelson disclose the basic structures for the pre-formed 
concrete section as stated but does not specifically disclose the width of the deck is 
about 17-19'. However, this feature would have been a matter of obvious design choice 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made. Furthermore, 
applicant has not disclosed the criticality of this feature. 

Claims 12-15 and 18-20: 

Riesbol in view of Nelson disclose the basic structures for the pre-formed 
concrete section as stated but do not disclose a distance from the center of the first leg 
to the center of the second leg being more than two, three, four, or more than four times 
greater than the distance from the first side to the center of the first leg. However, this 
feature would have been a matter of obvious design choice to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time the invention was made. Furthermore, applicant has not disclosed the 
criticality of this feature. 

Claim 16: 

Riesbol in view of Nelson disclose the basic structures for the pre-formed 
concrete section as stated but do not specifically disclose a distance between the center 
of the first leg and the center of the second leg is more than half the width of the deck. 
However, this feature would have been a matter of obvious design choice to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made. Furthermore, applicant has 
not disclosed the criticality of this feature. 

Claim 21 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US Pat. 
Pub. No. 2003/0140590 to Lancelot et al. 
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Claim 21: 

Foster discloses in Fig. 3A, a plurality of pre-formed concrete members or 
sections 12, each section 12 being a unitary construction comprises a deck 141 
including a first side, a second side opposite the first side, and a width extending 
between the first and second sides, a top surface, a bottom surface opposite the top 
surface, and a thickness extending between the top and bottom surfaces, and a first leg 
18 and a second leg 18 projecting from the bottom surface, wherein two sections 14 are 
connected to one another with the deck of each section being substantially co-planar 
and the second side of the deck of a first section is being connected to the firs side of 
the deck of a second section adjoining the first section, the distance, in a direction 
substantially parallel to the deck of each section. 

Foster discloses the basic structures for the concrete section as stated but does 
not specifically disclose from the center of the first leg to the second leg of the first 
section is greater than the distance from the center of the second leg of the first section 
to the center of the first leg of the second section adjoining the first section. However, 
this feature would have been a matter of obvious design choice to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time the invention was made. Furthermore, applicant has not disclosed 
the criticality of this feature. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communication from the 
examiner should be directed to Chi Q. Nguyen whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6847. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 7:30 am-4:00 pm. 

If attempt to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Carl Friedman can be reached at (571) 272-6842. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pairdirect.uspto.gov . Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at (866) 217-9197. 
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